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A Call to Prayer. With this issue of /aith and Unity we enclose 
a copy of our new leaflet and prayer paper, Stand Fast in the 
_ Faith, which has-been prepared in view of the impending pre- 
sentation to Convecation of the Report of the Committee appointed 
by the ArchbiShop of Canterbury, and presided over by the 
sishop of Derby, which has been considering reunion with Non- 
conformists in England. ‘* We shall be confronted,” Dr. Fisher 
said, ** on our own ground, as it were, and not in some remote 
part of the world, with fundamental considerations offering an 
approach towards reunion in this country.” What the Report . 
may contain we do not know, but the course that negotiations 
and conversations have taken elsewhere, 1n South India, in North 
India, in Ceylon and in other places, is, to say the least, not re- 
assuring. But whether we are hopeful or fearful of what the 
Report may propose, we can all join in the use of this paper, in 
which the suggestions for prayer are all taken from the Book of 
Common Prayer and the Ordinal, and use the words which our 
Church itself has taught us. 
The leaflet has been so arranged that the prayer paper can be 
detached and, when folded into three, will be’ of a convenient 
size to keep in one of our books of devotion, so that it may be kept 
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in constant use. Additional copies of the leaflet may be had from 
the Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Please 
say how many copies are required (and please not “ some ’’) and 
enclose a stamped, addressed envelope of a good size for reply. 
And please send what you can afford—a few stamps, a posta] 
order, a cheque—to help towards the expenses of printing and 


distribution. ; 
= = * 


A Presbyterian Comment. Writing in the United Church Review 
of North India on the resolutions recently passed by the General 
Council of the Church of India, Burma and Ceylon regulating 
their relations with the Church of South India, the Rev. F. Ryrie, 
a Presbyterian minister, says inter alia : 

“ Admittedly the Resolutions are domestic matters of the 
C.1.B.C., but the bearing of them upon the question of our union 
with the Church which has passed them is obvious; and they 
will accordingly be no doubt carefully studied by the Union Com- 
mittee. Meantime let me throw off these questions or comments 
on at least two of the Resolutions : | 


“1, Why is it that bishops and clergy, consecrated or ordained 
within the C.S.I. althongh acknowledged and * recognized by 
the C.I.B.C. as ‘true Bishops, Presbyters and Deacons in the 
Chureh of Christ*,are not to be-allowed normally to function 
within the C.I.B.C.?° The only thing that distinguishes these 
‘true Bishops, Presbyters and Deacons’ from others is that they 
are in association and Communion, within their own Church ‘in 
South India, with non-episcopally ordained ministers and non- 
episcopally confirmed communicants. Is that a disability? This 
is more than a domestic question of the C.I.B.C. It concerns us 
whose ministers are not, and are not going to be, episcopally 
ordained (for the mutual laying-on of hands in the unification of 
the ministry is not re-ordination), and who after the unification 
of the ministry are going to continue in full communion with 
churches in this and other lands whose ministries are not episco- 
pally ordained. 


“2. It is proposed to negotiate in North India on the basis 
of ‘the mutual acknowledgement of each others’ ministries as 
ministries of Christ in His Word and Sacraments ’ , and the 
C.1.B.C. has officially accepted this as a Basis of Negotiation. In 
the light of this it seems difficult to understand the attempt made 
to prohibit any ex-Anglican minister of the C.S.I. visiting the 
North of India from performing sacramental acts in non-Anglican 
‘Churches, Churches which are in full communion with his own 
Church in the South. The C.S.I. has left no room for doubt, in 
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STAND FAST THE FAITH 


THE recent proceedings of the. Convocations of Canterbury and 
York have made clear the acuteness of the crisis which has been 
reached in negotiations for union between Anglicans and Non- 
conformists. This sense of crisis is heightened by the announce- 
ment of the Archbishop of Canterbury that next year our Con- 
vocations will be consigering the Report of the Archbishop's 
Committee on negotiations for union “on the home ground ”’, 
that is, with Nonconformists in England. | 


We cannot but fear lest negotiations in, England should take 
the same unhappy course as in South India, which would result 
in distress of conscience, divisions in the Church of England, and 
finally in the break-up of the Anglican-Communion, 


We therefore ask all who love the Faith of the Church, its 
Orders and Sacraments, to pray constantly during these coming 
months. The prayers here printed are taken entirely from the 
Book of Common Prayer and the Ordinal so that we can pray in 
the very words of our Church. 


i 


Additional copies of this leaflet may be obtained from the Secretary, 
C.D.C.P., 6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Any contributions towards 
the costs of printing and postage will be gratefully received. 
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STAND FAST IN THE FAITH 


Our Church has hitherto held fast to those vital principles of 
Faith and Order which have been handed down to us from 
Apostolic times. But there are in the Church to-day those who 


are more anxious to bring about a union with Nonconformists © 


than they are to ensure the maintenance of those principles of 
truth. Their endeavours unhappily lead to separation from the 
Anglican Communion and such surrenders and compromises of 
faith and principle as have taken place in the formation of the 
Church of South India. 


The Council for the Defence of Church Principles 


has exposed and fought against such ill-founded schemes of union 
for the past eight years. Now that we are faced with the possi- 
bility of another South India” here at home, the Council 
invites your support in its work. We have no intention of 
founding any new society, but we do beg all who share our 
anxieties to rally to the support of this cause, to strengthen us by 
their prayers, and to encourage us by declaring their sympathy 
with us. For proposals for reunion are not the concern only of 
the few who are selected to take part in conferences and to 
carry on negotiations: they are the concern of every member 


of the Church. 
Faith and Unity ”’ 


is the Council’s monthly news-leaflet devoted to spreading know- 
ledge about reunion movements. It is published in co-operation 
with the Joint Committee on Doctrine of the American Church 
Union and the Clerical Union, and gathers news about reunion from 
all parts of the Anglican Communion. The minimum subscription 
is four shillings a year, post free, but this does not cover the cost 
and many of our subscribers send more. Any addition you can 
make to your subscription will be gratefully received and will 
help to continue the work of the Council which cannot be carried 
on without such financial support. Please fill in the order form 
below and send it with your cheque or postal order, payable to 
C.D.C.P. (initials are sufficient), to the Secretary, C.D.C.P., 6 Perth 
Road, Beckenham, Kent. 


To THe SECRETARY, C.D.C.P., 6 Pertu Roap, BECKENHAM, KENT. 


towards the funds of the Council, and wish to receive copies of ‘‘ Faith and 
Unity for. twelve months. . 


Name and Address. 
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drive away all erroneous and strange 
doctrines contrary to God’s word. , 


. That our Church may ever main- 
_ tain the Office and Ministry of the 
priesthood appointed for the salva- 
tion »f mankind. 


That every Priest of our Church 
may ever remain a faithful Dispenser 


of the Word of God, and of his holy 
Sacraments. 


From_the Consecration of Bishops 


Give grace, we beseech thee, to all 
Bishops, the ‘Pastors of thy Church, 
that they may diligently preach thy 
Word, and duly administer the godly 
Discipline thereof. 


That our Bishops may faithfully | 


teach and exhort with wholesome 
doctrine, and with all faithful dili- 
gence banish and drive away all 
erroneous and strange doctrine con- 
trary td God’s Word. 

That our Bishops may be faithful 
in Ordaining, sending, or laying hands 
upon others. 


These Collects from the Book of 
Common Prayer may also be used: 


Good Friday, Easter III, Trinity 
XVI, St. Matthias, St. Mark, St. Peter, 
SS, Simon and Jude, and the Praver 
for Unity in the Accession Service 
at the end of the Book. 


Pray aleo for the Council for the 
Defence of Church Principles by 
this leaflet is issued. 
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Additional copies ofthis leafict may 
be obtained from the Secretary, C.D.C.P., 
6 Perth Road, Beckenham, Kent. Any 
contributions towards the costs of printing 
and postage will be gratefully received. 


PRAYER 
for the MAINTENANCE of the 
FAITH and UNITY 


of the 
CHURCH 
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TRUTH AND CHARITY 
A Note on “ The Approach to Reunion: V.—The Sacraments "’ 


Tuts forthright and thoughtful article in Fr. Chadd’s series is 
most timely. 

In his last paragraph he says ** So we believe . . . that to enter 
upon schemes of union with those who regard that belief with 
indifference ’’ (he is speaking of the necessity to us of the Sacra- 
ments) “is to deny the reality of the Word made Flesh ’’. 

Some might say, “How can you call such language ‘ The 
Approach to Reunion’?’’. It is hoped that this Note may help 
to answer that question. ; 

Fr. Chadd chooses his words very. carefully ;. note the phrase 
‘* schemes of union ’’. What he is condemning, then, is “* entering 
upon "’ such ** schemes of union ’’ with those who do not consider 
the Sacraments “ essential’, at any rate in the sense in which we 
Catholics would use that word. . 

But “entering upon schemes of union ’’ is not the only way of 
approach to reunion : and preparing such schemes is not the only 
reasonable purpose of reunion conferences. 


‘Continued on p. 188 


Continued from p. 186 | (ml 


its reply, that it cannot ask its ex-Anglican ministers to accept 
any such restriction, and indeed the acceptance of it would seem 
to mean that in moving into North India, a man would suddenly | 
cease to be in fellowship with those who are brethren with him 
in the Body of Christ in the South ; which would be a manifest 
sin against the brotherhood. This again is more than a domestic 
question of the C.I.B.C. It means that we must not only ask now 

how this attempt to cut off the ex-Anglican from the non-Anglican 
is reconcilable with the mutual acknowledgement of each others’ 

_ ministries ; we must also ask whether in future any attempt is to 
be made to cut off those, or any of those, who shall enter the 
unified ministry, from those with whom they are now in full 
communion, It needs to be made clear now, beyond a risk of 
doubt, that we shall not be a party to’any such restrictions. We 
shall unite in order to widen our fellowship, not to narrow it. 

‘* First impressions are that the negative features of the Resolu- 
tions—and the negative features obtrude throughout the docu- 
ment—show the working of some ideas that are just irreconcilable 
with Union, and with which accordingly we shall have to deal 
very frankly. We believe that only by frankly facing these issues 
is there any way through to the Union for which we pray.” 
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A NEW APPROACH 


Canon Demant, in the course of a sermon during the Week of 
Prayer. (1950), gave expression to three thoughts which in the 


mind.of at least one of his hearers came together to form rather a 


new approach to the whole subject. Points 1 and 2 can be stated 
without further explanation : 


1. To think that, because we all had a certain amount of the 
Truth, therefore, if we added those bits together in a scheme, we 
should arrive at the whole Truth, was a wrong approach to reunion. 
(As though we were saying that to join together with cotton 


various little bits of coloured silk would not produce an altar — 
-frontal.). 


2. We must not. think too much of being loyal Church of 


England members (as we might paraphrase him, “ Prayer Book 
Christians '’) ; rather we must think of being truly representative 
of Christ. 

The third point needs a little introduction. Point 1 suggests 
that the following, which might be called the “ bits of truth ”’ 
approach, is a wrong approach: “ We are all seeking the same 
end, we havé all made mistakes; let us then all get together, and 
make concessions to one another, and so produce a scheme.” It 
won t work. It is like trying to get a committee to write a poem. 


THE CLAIM TO BE THE WHOLE CHURCH 


Now the Roman Communion, and the Orthodox, both claim to 
be the whole Church. The Anglican Communion has never made 
this claim. Canon Demant suggested that in some ways the 


former*type of attitude is more fruitful. Out of its context, and . 


without-a verbatim report, it is hard to achieve his lucidity, or 
even to avoid misrepresentation; but Canon Demant’s third 
point might perhaps be expressed thus: 3. Take it for granted 
that your own denomination (the Anglican Communion in our 
case) is the one true Church, the Bride of Christ, without spot : 
or rather, in all reunion discussions think and act as though you 
did take that for granted. And then (corporately) do a little 
self-examination, and ask yourselves, “‘ If this were really true, 
what would have to be changed in our denomination ? ”’ 

Actually Canon Demant’s point was both more, and less, far- 
reaching than this would imply: It referred to the whole of life 
and suggested a complete attitude of mind which in many ways 
is revolutionary ; on the other hand he did not mean, ‘ Adopt 
the Roman and Orthodox doctrine and really claim to be the one 
true Church ’’. But for our present purpose it will be sufficient. 


Suppose then that we adopt this attitude, and in all our reunion. 
discussions think and act as though we believed that our’de-: 
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nomination—whatever it be—is the one true Church, what. then ? 
Will it mean that we confine discussion to stating our own belief, 
stop all conferences, and isolate ourselves? No! It will mean 
precisely the opposite. If we adopt this attitude it will mean, if 
possible, conferencesin every parish (or, shall we say, town and 
village? ). But then, you may ask, is everyone who goes to such 
conference to think and act as though believing that his or her 
denomination is the only true Church : ? Whatever good could that 
possibly do? The answer is * Try it and see.’” Get such-a con- 
ference arranged in your own village-er neighbourhood. Prepare 
for it by prayer in the place of worship of every denomination 
represented. Begin and end the conference with prayer: it can be 
quite short—the Lord’s Prayer, for example, would be admirable. 


BREAKING DOWN SEPARATING WALLS 


The conference (whether of great theologians or of the Reunion 
Society of Mudcombe Parva) proceeds. You come to a “ stone 
wall’. *“ No, there I cannot agree —our belief is quite different, 
and it is with us a matter of principle.’ ** But, now, what is it in 
our doctrine which makes you unable to agree? ’’ “* Well, if you 


really wart to know it is (so and so).”" * But that is not one of: 


our doctrines, it is one of our sins.’”’ That would be sufficiently 
important if it happened at Mudcombe Parva, but supposing it 
was a conference of theologians officially recognized, and at the 
highest level, then another great separating wall would come 
crashing down—or rather another supposed separating wall would 
have been shown to be non-existent. 

No doubt this would not always happen. Sometimes the “ stone 
wall ’’ would remain such ; but that is to be expected. 

Prayer is the all- -important necessity, as we all know,; but 
- conference is desirable. Indeed without conference—when oppor- 
tunity offers—the sincerity of the prayer itself may be suspect. 

And when such a conference is held, twa things above all are 
needed— absolute frankness and absolute charity... That is to say, 
we must endeavour in everything to speak the truth in love. 

And, after all, that applies to all life, for spiritual life is the way 
to God by Knowledge and love. 


‘* This is life eternal, that they should know thee the only true - 


| God, and him whom thou didst send, even Jesus Christ.”’ 


“And the glory which thou hast given me | have given unto. 


them ; that they may be one, even as we are one ; [ in them, and 
thou in me, that they may be perfected into one ; that the world 
may know that thou didst send me, and lovedst them, even as 


thou lovedst me.”’ (Jn. xvii. 3 22 and 23. R.V.) 
A CORRESPONDENT. 
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THE APPROACH REUNION 


VII.—CONFIRMATION 


NEARLY everyone, I expect, has noticed the apparent con- 
tradiction which exists in the Prayer- Book of the Church of 
England on the subject of Confirmation. At one point it is } 
clearly said that the two Sacraments of Baptism and Holy Com- i 
munion are generally (i.e. for everyone) necessary to salv ation. 
But when we come to apply this in practice it is found that it ts 
also clearly stated that before we can ‘be admitted to Holy Com- 

: munion we must receive the Sacrament of Confirmation or want | 
to receive it (which can only mean that something prevents us 
from receiving it which is not within our control, for example the 
approach of death or the absence of a Bishop). Now that means \; 
that the Church of England either regards Confirmation as a part 
of Baptism, and so includes it under the heading of * the two 
Sacraments generally necessary to salvation ’’, or that it regards 
three Sacraments, Baptism, Confirmation and Holy Communion, - 
as necessary. It cannot mean that it regards Confirmation as an i 
optional extra, nice for those who ima to like it. There are 
many Christian bodies who do so regard it. Nonconformists 
generally do not hold it to be aematied: nor, it seems, do Roman 

~-Catholics in practice. It is an interesting thing that when Puritans 
in England were asking King James I to do away with Con- 
firmation because it was, they said, superfluous, Roman Catholics | 
were thinking much the same thing, for Rome did not think it 
“an important enough reason to justify sending a bishop to the 
Roman Catholics in England in order to administer this Sacrament. 
But the Church of England refused to give way, and Confirma- 
tion remained as a Sacrament (or part of a Sacrament) essential 
to salvation. It may well be that this was done for no very clear 
theological reason, or for the wrong reasons, but the fact remains 
that it was done, and possibly in her decision the Church of 
England was being wiser than she knew. 
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PRACTICE OF THE EARLY CHURCH 


It does seem, at any rate, that she was insisting on a practice 
which had been customary in the early Church. There is much 
evidence to show that in the time of the Apostles, and after, the 

way of becoming a Christian was by the Sacrament of Baptism 
and Confirmation, followed at once by Holy Communion. ~ This 
- was not a sequence of three Sacraments, but of two. T he Bap- 
tism of water was followed by Baptism of the Spirit, or,“ Con- 
firmation "’, by the Bishop, They were two inseparable halves 
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of one rite, and Acts xix. 3, tells what a fuss was made when 


some disciples: were found who had received ‘‘ water-Baptism ” 
only. In fact, there are numerous passages in the New Testament 
which take for granted this background of Baptism-Confirmation 
as the way of entry into the life of the Christian Covenant. The 
references to the * seal" (sphragis—which is incidentally still the 
ordinary name for Confirmation in the. Eastern Church to-day) 
in 2 Cor. i. 22; Eph. i. 13; iv. 30; Rev. vii. 2 ff.; and many 
other places, can be shown to mean this completion of Baptism 
of water by the anointing or sealing by the Bishop in Confirma- 
tion. 

These two halves became separated later, into the two distinct 
rites of Baptism and Confirmation, and so it has come about that 
each of them has acquired a separate and distinct character. The 
result of this has been what we have already seen, that Baptism 
has come to be regarded as “ necessary’ and Confirmation as 
‘ desirable ’’ or even unnecessary. Either by accident or design 


-—perhaps the design of the Holy Spirit—-the Anglican Com- 


munion alone in Western Christendom has kept most closely to 
the primitive sequence of Baptism, Confirmation and Holy Com- 
munion, and this, of course, is the sense in which the Lambeth 
Quadrilateral must be understood. It could hardly be argued 
that by insisting on Baptism and Holy Communion as one of the 
‘ sides "’ of the Quadrilateral, the Lambeth Conference was thus 
proclaiming its belief that Confirmation is at best desirable but 
not necessary, since its members were Anglicans bound by_loyalty 
to the Anglican formularies which regard Confirmation as a 
necessary preliminary to Holy Communion. 

It.is certainly true that the whole theology of Christian Initia- - 
tion and the relation of Confirmation to Baptism has not received 
the study that it deserves, and the outlook of all Christians, 
Roman Catholics, Anglicans, Presbyterians, Methodists and the 


rest, is coloured by adherence to, or a reaction against, a medieval 


theology of: Baptism and Confirmation which has little in common 
with primitive and scriptural language. That being so, it is all 
the more necessary that there should not be precipitated schemes 
of reunion which either ignore the subject, or treat it in a far too 
superficial way. To put Confirmation on the same footing as 
‘admission to full membership of the Church’’ (without any 


sacramental act or episcopal function), as the Church of South 


India has done, may be necessary for the purposes of achieving the 
appearance of a united Church, but it can hardly be said actually 
to achieve a real unity between Christians, half of which would 
be convinced that by means of the Bishop’s hands something 
essentral happened to them, while the other half were equally 
convinced that, whatever happened, they could get along nicely 
without it. | | 
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A Caretrss Haptroor Tuovcur 


The subject is an example of the truth that the negative of a 
statement is not neutral. The attitude of so many “~ reunion- 
at-any-price ’’ Christians seems to be “ Contirmation is regarded 
by some as necessary and by others as unnecessary. Therefore 
well make it optional and everyone will be happy’. It is a 

careless habit of thought which is all too common, and we shall be 
meeting it again on the subject of the Ministry. It is the same 
mistake whic h is at the heart of the fallacy. of * undéenomina- 
tionalism ’’, that by not insisting 6n a particular truth, those who 
hold that truth firmly and those who do not are both pleased. In 
fact, of course, they are not. The only ones who are pleased are 
those who do not hold firmly to that particular truth. To call 
Confirmation * optional’ is to call it unnecessary. Those who 
think it is unnecessary are always quite firm in resisting attempts 
to get them to alter their views. They’ complain that reunion 
should not mean making Nonconformists become Anglicans. We 
are bound to reply that it does not necessarily mean expecting 
Anglicans to become Nonconformists (or Roman Catholics) either, 
in their attitude to Confirmation. And yet this is precisely what 
the type of reunion expects which treats it as optional. 

By all means let us try to discover —or perhaps rediscover-— by 
prayer and study, what the position of Confirmation should be. 
But let us not make the mistake of thinking that in the meantime 
we can go ahead with schemes of reunion which ignore it, or which 
are comprehensive enough to include both those who re gard it as 
essential and those who do not. For such a comprehensive 
attitude is as positive a theology of Confirmation as that of the 


former, and is identical with that of the latter. 
L. CHADD. 


‘Church and ministry are wholly intertwined. Each owes its 
being, not in any way to the other, but directly to its divine 
Originator ; yet apart from each other they are meaningless and 
non-existent. The Catholic Church cannot be found except as 
gvatheréd round the apostolic ministry; the apostolic ministry 
cannot exist except in the bosom of the Catholic Church.’’—-k. E. 
Kirk; Bishop of Oxford + /he Apostolic Minisiry. 
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